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Applic. No.: 10/069,621 

Pre-Appeal Brief Request dated 6/3/2009 

Reply to Office Action of iVlarcin 3, 2009 



Argument in Support of 
Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 



Claim 1 stands finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over 
International Publication WO 98/34203 to Jacobs et al. in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2001/001 1299 Al to Koda et al. The rejection is based on 
legal error since the prior art does not teach a transmission device that has a plurality of 
preconfigured transmission units each having an associated transmission method and a 
selection device to select one or more preconfigured transmission devices as is 
required by claim 1. 

As applicant pointed out on page 5, line 1 1 through page 6, line 7 in the remarks section 
of the amendment filed on December 12, 2008, Koda et al. do not teach the limitation of 
claim 1 that has been referenced above. 

Koda et al. do not disclose the feature of the transmission device has a plurality of pre- 
configured transmission units . Koda et al. clearly teach that the user terminal 3, Fig. 1 
has only one transmission unit 24. 
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Furtinernnore, Koda et al. do not teacin tinat eacin one of the plurality of units has an 
associated transmission method. As disclosed in applicant's specification, the 
telecommunications terminal can have a variety of units used for transmitting data using 
a transmission method associated with each transmission unit. For example, 
transmission can be effected by a transmission unit using an SMS transmission method, 
another unit using an e-mail method, another using a fax method and so on. 
According to Koda et al. (paragraphs 0097 - 0103), the selection information 22 is pre- 
configured as a plurality of sets of selection information. This selection information 22 
relates to specific IRC services and is derived from data combinations in a user data 
set. Even though the selection information is pre-configured as a plurality of sets of 
selection information, this plurality of data sets always choose one thing, a chat (IRC) 
service. Applicant cannot see how these stored data combinations can be interpreted to 
be numerous physical transmission means. It will always select the one and the same 
transmission unit 24, as there is no other option of another transmission unit. Applicant 
is of the opinion that based on this, one of ordinary skill in the art would conclude from 
this teaching that the same transmission method is applied each time. 

This plurality of sets, notwithstanding the fact that they are pre-configured and thus act 
as a set of rules, can not be read as being identical with a plurality of pre-configured 
transmission units having an associated transmission method . 
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Furtinernnore, Koda et al. do not teacin a selection device arranged to select one of the 
pre-configured transmission units. 

Koda et al. clearly disclose that the service used is an Internet Relay Chat (IRC) or 
othe r similar services (paragraph 0091) i.e. chat services. Such services will have one 
type of transmission method. Therefore, what is being disclosed by Koda et al. and what 
is understood by one of ordinary skill in the art, is the use of one transmission method. 
There is no teaching or suggestion of having or indeed of needing more than one 
transmission method in the teaching of Kodha et al. Therefore, no selection of one or 
more transmission unit is taught since it is not even required bv Kodha et al. 

The panel is respectfully requested to review the final rejection of the claims and to 
issue an appropriate decision. 
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